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9/12/69 H *7 


The Commission's correspondence files should show who draftwd this letter from 
hsiiihn* it the ^rit-en j-Litiale are those oi iiowsrd Gillens (he ?/ss cd ntect 
witQ Justice, but I do not know wh tner CIA), or whoever 7 /rote it, why din they 
wait until so late for Comal e c knc 'led gem> n t the >IA hed gotten the State docs 
listed* "hy should there have ever been any doubt*? A a fi 7 , hat did all the earlier 
contact with olA yeild if at this let© date the ^onurl 3 s ion did not know even the 
qo ntents of the CIA files on Oswald? Some investige tionJ 

Does someone on the Conmission suspect State? CIA? 

Can it^ce tnet in ..larch CIA supplied the Commission 9 memo in "'In format ion in 
CliV’a Possession r *g3rding Lee Harvey Oswald Prior to November 22, 1963" end 
is so supersecret that it hid from the Commission what* it obtained from other 
federal egencios? Or that It felled to tell the Commission *1 1 that it had from 
o ‘her federal agencies? 

This si strange and should be suspected of indicating something. 

The lists IH sent me do not include withholding on CD 632, the identification 
of the ..larch memo. My 0 wn biblio is et the Archives. However, if the Cl* had 
nothing but what ceme from other agencies, which is what they say, it would 
be fascinating if this had been withheld. 

But oage 12 indicates Stern’s examination ofnthe CIA file et the CIA turned up 
(3/27) more than what the CIA had earlier reported to the Commission, including 
cables from the Mexico City Ste tion after , immediately after, the assassination, 
on CD 237 (Odum 1). If these messages said enything, did not Stern recall it? 

If they did contain anything, why did Hebei r have end nev c r get 9 ny answer Ho 
his Questions about the picture? Why did Stern not immediately have these same 
questions? If they are accurately perarhrased in CD 674 and questions remained, 
basic questions, then the CIA sent itself pointless cables from Mexico City, 1 V 
hich seems unlikely. This p ge 9 I 30 indicates the CIA did not give tne Commission 
its 10/10 cable indicating Oswald had be«n to the Soviet Lmfcessy (did taey not khow he 
had bem to the Cubans?), ’.Vhy did Stem not "review any materials later than 11/23? 
Again, seme investigators’. His review of earlier tnen 11/23 reveallea nothing,: hot 
even tnst the CH had neld out on the -omini salon, if tne printout included "no V 
item listed which we have not been given' 1 - the word listed is his and can be taken 
to indicate s -suspicion there were some not listed, why the September rueetion, \ 
did they get the listed docs from State? ^hat did Stern do there is he made no list 
or got none from CIA of what taey had? ■ 

Taken together, thssethree pages in pira suspicion of known CIA withholding. 


